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cooking. For the first of these evils some change in the
manner in which the contract system is worked and some
increased responsibility on the oflicer actually in charge of
supplies were needed; and for the second it was suggested
that greater interest might be taken in their work by the
cooks if some incentive were given in the way of awards or

competition for prizes. On a brief review of the hours of
meals, it was suggested that coffee (and perhaps a bun) the
first thing in the morning; a more substantial breakfast, to
include the proposed addition of bacon; dinner as at present;
tea rather later than is now the custom; and supper for men
remaining in barracks, to consist of a bowl of soup made
from the bones, and the additional cheese; these five meals,
so composed, would form an ample and satisfactory dietary;
lastly, a sketch was given of a proposed field ration, with
the points arrived at in its composition.

Ger: eral P. SMITH said that the 9 .6 oz. of meat were
rarely if ever got by the soldier ; 7 oz. was a good deal nearer
the actual amount received. He was glad that an allow-
ance of butter was advocated, for he felt sure that bread
was frequently thrown away for the reason that there was
nothing to eat with it. It was of the utmost importance to
have as much work done as possible, and he was of opinion
that the hour for dinner would be best postponed until the
conclusion of the duties of the dav.

Colonel SLADE said that there was too much bone in the
ration of meat. The great fault was that there was no
spare meat in the quartermaster’s store to equalise rations,
and he was in favour of a supplemental allowance for this
purpose. As regards tea, he would do away with it
altogether, it being now useless and a waste of money.
The soldiers’ eating rooms should also, he thought, be made
more comfortable. He advocated the introduction of an
.early meal, and stated that in his experience a cup of cocoa
and a biscuit had been supplied at a halfpenny per man,
leaving a profit. The ration was enough, provided the bone
in meat did not exceed 20 per cent.; but improvement
was needed in the quality of the food and the comfort of
soldiers.

Dr. MYERS said that cheese was essential, as it gave the
special addition which was needed to the present ration.
He did not approve of General Smith’s proposed alteration
in the hour of dinner; it would be most unpopular in the
army.

Colonel CREALOCK said that, when he was in India, he had
proposed to alter the dinner hour, but no one would agree
to it. He would like to see the meat ration increased to
1 Ib., and supported the proposed alteration in the evening
meal.
Major HUTTON adopted General Smith’s view of the dinner

hour. The question of the sufficiency or insufficiency of the
Government ration was of extreme interest. It was now
beyond doubt insufficient. All regiments now purchase, or
the men buy for themselves, lb. of bread, and -1 -1 lb. of the
Government allowance was wasted. Messes might pay for
bacon and cheese, but Government ought to supply sufficient
bread. If this were done, the grocery books would be able
to provide the other extras, even early cofl’ee.
Surgeon-General WEBB said that every day the ration

question attracted his attention. The bread, made from
indifferent flour, was bad and not well made. There was a
great difference between barrack and hospital bread. The
latter did not turn sour, and he was informed that the
difference in price did not exceed ls. 10d. per man. As to 
the meat, there was a great waste in cooking, and the
examination of supplies was not conducted by proper
experts. Groceries should be got from the canteen ; the
dinner hour should not be altered ; and he strongly
advocated the provision of facilities for obtaining beer with
dinner.

Dr. DAVIES having briefly replied, Surgeon-General Sir T.
CRAWFORD proposed a vote of thanks to the lecturer. He
believed that the officers of the garrison were on the right
track for finding out what was best for the army at large.
The eyes and taste and habits of the soldiery should be con-
sulted, and they should be encouraged to feed themselves.
Afternoon tea was a waste, and supper, which was actually
necessary, should be substituted for it. The proceedings
then terminated.

MEDICAL MAGISTRATE. -Mr. John Sherburn,
M.B., C.M., L.M. Edin., M.R.C.S., has been placed on the
Commission of the Peace of the Borough of Hull.

THE GENERAL COUNCIL OF MEDICAL

EDUCATION & REGISTRATION.

TUESDAY, NOV. 27TH.
MR. MARSHALL, PRESIDENT, IN THE CHAIR.

IN opening the Council, the PRESIDENT said: " I am ableto congratulate the Council on meeting to-day unchanged
in number and in personality, each member experienced in the
obligations of the Council, and all desirous of forwarding its
work. The chief incident which I have to record as having
occurred since our last meeting in May is that I decided
not to summon the Executive Committee in July. In

adopting this resolve, I trust you will find that I was

fully justified when I state that I could discover no

business whatever for that committee to undertake. On
the question of my power so to act, it seemed to me
that the words of the standing order, as a rule,’
inasmuch as they imply a possible increase in the number
of meetings of that committee, allowed also of a possible
decrease, according to the needs of the Council. An

important step, provisionally taken under my directions,
has been definitely adopted by the Executive Committee-
namely, that of accepting the leaving certificate’ granted
by the Scotch Education Department amongst those
recognised as fulfilling the conditions of a preliminary
examination to be undergone by medical students before
registration. The first report concerning this examina-
tion, which resembles closely the abiturienten exa,mina-
tions of the German schools, shows highly satisfactory
results, and appears to indicate that it must supersede all
other preliminary examinations in Scotland. It further
suggests some possible simplication and strengthening
of the corresponding test examinations in the other divisions
of the kingdom, regard being had to the special conditions
of area, population, and the convenience of the exami-
nation centres. Since the last session of the Council only
ten foreign medical diplomas have been registered as addi-
tional qualifications upon the home Register. The total
number now thus registered is 214, of which 180 were

registered in 1887 and 34 in 1888, so that, as indicated last
May, the applications for the registration of these a&ugrave;di-
tional foreign titles will speedily cease. No entry either in
a colonial or in a foreign Register, pursuant to Sections 11
and 12 of the Medical Act, 1886, has yet been made. In
addition to the dependency of Ceylon, the colony of New
Zealand has been declared by the Privy Council to be a
British possession to which the above-mentioned Act applies.
Following upon this, a request has been received at the office
that a graduate of the University of New Zealand may be
registered as a ’colonial practitioner’ under the Act. The
Executive Committee, in pursuance of its powers, has, after
due inquiry, recognised generally the diploma of the Uni-
versity of New Zealand as deserving of registration; but, as
the practitionerapplyingto be thus registered has received his
degree ad e2e,7ide7)?., the Executive Committee has referred
to the legal advisers of the Council the question as to the
power of the Council to recognise and register a colonial
ad eundem degree. I have been informed by Mr. Peel that
there has also been received an application to the Privy
Council from the colony of New South Wales, to be brought
under Part II. of the above-quoted Act; but that, as the
latest Act on medical education and examination in that
colony is of so ancient a date (1855), the Privy Council has
suggested that the colony should pass another Act more
applicable to the altered condition of things.’ No recent
communication from Switzerland had been received by the
Privy Council on the question of the Swiss authorities
granting special or reciprocal facilities to practitioners, duly
registered in our home Register, to practise amongst Her
Majesty’s subjects, or otherwise, in that country. A corre-
spondence has taken place between the American Embassy
and this office relative to the admission to our proposed
foreign Register of the degree of M.D. of Michigan, but the
preliminary conditions required by the Privy Council have
not yet been fulfilled. As to the business immediately
before the present meeting of this Council, the important
duty of considering the reports of its inspectors of medicine,
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surgery, and midwifery, takes the first place, and, as is well
known to all, this duty has now to be performed for the first
time. 1. The reports of its inspectors on the final
examinations of the several qualifying bodies, including
statements as to the sufficiency’ of those examinations,
having been presented to the Council, together with the
replies of those bodies, there will follow the presentation and
discussion of a report framed by the Examination Com-
mittee, to which this important task has been assigned.
It is not for me to anticipate your immediate judgments and
action, or the future outcome of these proceedings; but I may
be allowed to claim, on behalf of this Council, that all such
inquiries, accompanied as they are by open discussion and
criticism, have contributed, and will continue to contribute,
to the general advancement of medical education and the
improvement of medical qualifications throughout the
United Kingdom. After the Council has completed its
formal consideration of its inspectors’ reports, which I may
be allowed to characterise as both laborious and impartial,
the Council will have further to consider its duties under
the Act of 1886, in reference to the further appointment of
inspectors for future work; for the Council will remember
that the commissions of its recent inspectors expired on the
last day of September. In connexion with this duty, the
Council may desire to issue some special instructions, or it
may direct the Executive Committee to do so along certain
indicated lines, having reference to the periods and extent
of its future inspections. It may further be open to con-
sideration whether, and, if so, when and to what extent,
the visitation of the earlier examinations should be repeated.
2. The memorandum, drawn up by myself, with suggestions
from the legal advisers of the Council, relating to the
’disciplinary and penal powers of the Council, and of the
several qualifying bodies,’ having been forwarded by order
of the Executive Committee to those bodies, with a reqaest
for the expression of their opinions upon the suggestions
contained in that memorandum, a recommendation on this
subject will be presented to you from the Executive Com-
mittee. 3. There are, I regret to say, several charges to
be investigated against registered practitioners for various
acts of association with unregistered persons. These it is
desirable to adjudicate upon at this session of the Council.
4. Other business may arise, but I sincerely trust that with
the help of the Council this meeting will not be a pro-
tracted one."
On the motion of Sir J. SB1ON, secondedbyDr. STRUTHERS,

thanks were voted to the President for his address, and it
was ordered to be entered on the minutes.
An opinion by the Solicitor (Mr. Farrer) was read with

reference to a motion by Mr. Macnamara, to the effect
"that the fee paid for registration of the qualification or
qualifications which admit a practitioner to the Medical
Register should in future be credited to the Branch Council
of the division or divisions of the kingdom in which the
qualification or qualifications were obtained."
The opinion was as follows: "(a) Each Branch Council is

entitled to the fees paid for registration by the persons
registering through it, whencesoever may come the qualifi-
cations on account of which such persons are registered.
(b) No Branch Council can apply the fees received bv it for
any other than its own purposes, except as directed by the
Act of 1858, Section 13. Hence the Branch Council for
England cannot credit fees received for registration through
it to any other Branch Council, whatever may be the quali-
fications in respect of which such registration has been
obtained, (c) The General Council has no power whatever
over moneys belonging to the Branch Councils. (d) The
Branch Councils have to pay a proportion, according to their
receipts, of the cost of the General Council, and that is all
the General Council has to do with their money. The above
is my opinion on Sections 13 and 15 of the Medical Act
(1858), in which opinion Mr. Muir Mackenzie coincides."
The opinion was ordered to be entered on the minutes,

Dr. QGAIN expressing a hope that nothing more would now
be heard on the subject. 
A communication was read from the Royal College of

Surgeons of England, stating that on April last William
Henry Emeris Burke, a Member of the College, had been
convicted of wilful murder and sentenced to be hanged, the
sentence being subsequently commuted to penal servitude
for life; and that the Council had removed him from
membership of the College. Certificates of the conviction
and the commutation of the sentence were also read, and
the name of the convicted person was accordingly ordered
to be removed from the Register.

Another communication was read from the Royal College
of Surgeons, enclosing a copy of the following resolution,
passed by the Council in August last : " That the pamphlet
entitled The Pathway of Safety,’ issued by Mr. Charles
Frederic Groom, of 44, Great Charles-street, Birmingham,
admitted a Member of this College on July 27tb, 1870, is an
offence against Clauses 1 and 2, Section 16, of the bye-laws,
being in the opinion of the Council, under Clause 1, ’an
indecent advertisement relating to his practice as a surgeon,
and, under Clause 2, 1 prejudicial to the interest and
derogatory to the honour of the. College,’ and disgraceful
to the profession of surgery,’ and that, in consequence of
the issue by him of such pamphlet, he be and is hereby
removed from being a Member of the College."
The PRESIDENT put it to the Council whether Mr. Groom

had or had not committed the offence charged against him.
Sir J. SIMON asked if it was not the law that the

accused person having ceased to be a Member of the Royal
College of Surgeons, and thus lost his only qualification, he
thereupon ipso facto fell from the Register. The Council
had been advised that it only had a ministerial duty to
perform in such cases, and had no power to consider whether
the judgment of the College of Surgeons was a correct one.
It had only to see that the person accused had not been re-
moved on the ground of holding any medical doctrine.

Dr. WILIKS thought it had been ruled in a recent case that
the Council ought to have investigated it themselves.

Dr. STRUTHERS thought that there should be some further
inquiry before the name was removed.

Dr. GLOVER considered that the Council ought to know
something more as to the facts of the case. After recent
experience great care should be taken in the matter. He
was disposed to read the words of the Act as implying a
duty on the part of the Council to satisfy itself that the
accused person had been properly dealt with.

Dr. LEISHMAN said that if Dr. Glover’s suggestion were
followed, the Council would have to re-hear every case,
which would involve them in even greater difficulties than
they had to face at present.
The PRESIDENT said that by the bye-laws the Courcil

were bound to pass two resolutions, one to remove the
qualification and the other to remove the name. In the
case referred to the two resolutions had been put as one,
but it was held that they must be two separate resolutions.
In answer to Sir W. Foster, the President said they had
direct evidence from the Council of the College of the causes
for which Mr. Groom had been removed from being a.

Member of the College.
Sir W. FOSTER said there was no evidence to justify the

Council in declaring the conduct of this Member to have
been disgraceful. There was no evidence that it might not
be some question specially atfecting the College, or that
might come under the head of "doctrine or theory." He
did not believe it would for a moment, but wished the
Council to be perfectly safe from any attack as to its
decision.

Sir WILLIAM TURNER said the communication from the
College of Surgeons was quite explicit; it was for " an
indecent advertisement relating to Mr. Groom’s practice as
a surgeon," which was "disgraceful to the profession of
surgery." 

" He nevertheless thought that public bodies
ought to be exceedingly careful to give the Council all the
information they could when taking steps of that kind.

Dr. PETTIGREW doubted whether the Council was suffi-
ciently informed to decide this important matter.
Mr. TEALE said that Sir Walter Foster’s suggestion would

involve a re-trial of the case by the Council. 
Dr. A. SMITH contended that the Council could not ask

the College to give any justification for an act which the
College was perfectly qualified to perform.

Dr. BRUCE asked whether Mr. Groom should not have
been informed that the Council was about to take this step.
The PRESIDENT said this question had been discussed over

and over again. The Council was bound by its standing
orders. They had power to erase the qualification and the
name " if they thought fit," and if members did not think
fit they must vote against the motion.
The motion for the removal of the qualification from the

Register was then put from the chair and agreed to.
The PRESIDENT then put the motion for the erasure of the

name.

Dr. HAUGHTON said he would prefer leaving the name on
the Register without a qualification unless the Council
themselves were prepared to go into the evidence. The man
should have the opportunity, if he thought fit, of appearing
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before the Council and stating his own case, so that the
Council would act as a court of appeal.

Sir DYCE DUCKWORTH said there was no precedent for
such a proceeding. There was no instance in the whole
Register of a name being left in without any qualification.
In such a case as this, where no other diploma was left,
the name must follow the diploma, and both go out.

Dr. A. SMITH said that to constitute the Council a court
of appeal was an indirect way of bringing the College of
Surgeons to account, and that the Council had no power to do.

Sir HERON WATSON thought the decision was irregular.
The Council was bound by its standing orders.
The PRESIDENT said the only way to settle the question

was by vote. He was bound to put the resolution from the
chair.
The resolution to remove the name of Mr. Groom from

the Medical Register was then put and agreed to.
, A conversation arose in reference to the case of Mr.
James Camac Smyth (registered as L. R. C. P. Edin. 1879,
L.R.C.S. Edin. 1879), who was convicted at the Wicklow
Assizes on the 15th of October for conspiracy and fraud,
and sentenced to six months’ imprisonment. The con-
sideration of this case, however, was postponed in conse-
quence of there not having been time to issue the summons
,after receiving the certificate of conviction, in accordance
with the requirement of Section 6, Clause XIV., of the
.Medical Act.

Certain documents, in regard to a memorandum by the
.President on the disciplinary or penal powers of the quali-
fying medical authorities and of the Medical Council as
regards the erasure of qualifications and names from the
Medical Register, were submitted to the General Council
by direction of the Executive Committee, with the recom-
mendation that they should be forwarded to the several
medical authorities, and the consideration of them deferred
to the next meeting of the Council in May.
The Executive Committee reported to the Council a

resolution passed by it under Section 13, Sub-section 1, of
the Medical Act of 1886, admitting the University of New
.Zealand to the Colonial Register.

The PRESIDENT explained that the committee had taken
every guarantee in regard to the nature of the examinations
of the University in medicine, surgery, and midwifery.

Sir WALTER FOSTER said that complaints were con-

tinually being received by members of Parliament in regard
to the slow progress made in the admission of foreign and
colonial degrees on the Register.
The PRESIDENT pointed out that the Council was in no

degree responsible for the slowness of procedure. The Act
required the colonial or foreign bodies to apply to the Privy
Council, offering certain conditions, especially with respect
to reciprocity, and when the Privy Council was satisfied
reference was made to the Medical Council. The delay
complained of had occurred through ignorance of the condi-
tions of registration.

Dr. HAUGHTON moved : " That taking into consideration
the fact that the recent County Government Act of
Parliament requires all sanitary inspectors to hold a

diploma in public health, and, in consequence, a large
number of medical men are reading up’ for special qualifi-
cation in that subject, it is desirable that the Medical
Council should appoint inspectors to visit examinations in
this subject during the coming year, so as to secure that the
standard of examination for public health diplomas shall
not fall short of what the Act of Parliament evidently
intended to secure." He said his attention had been called
to the fact that there was a very great danger of an ugly
rush at this present moment for sanitary testimonials, and
that therefore it was advisable to "stiffen the examina-
tions for such certificates. The first idea which occurred to
him was that the Council should appoint inspectors of these
public health examinations, to see that the standard of the
examination was kept up to the level that the Act of
Parliament intended it should be; but although he gave
notice of motion to that effect, he was afraid that it would
be very difficult to procure competent inspectors without
very great expense. He was therefore willing to adopt an
alternative resolution which should require that all the
courts of examiners should contain at least six competent
examiners in the different subjects. ,

Mr. COLLINS seconded the motion.
Sir WILLIAM TURNER said Dr. Haughton seemed to infer

that the examining bodies were during the coming year i

intentionally not going to do their duty. (Dr. HAUGHTON:
Some of them.) If Dr. Haughton had private information

as to which bodies were likely to fail in this matter, it
should be brought to the notice of the Council. He asked
what power existed in the Council to appoint such inspec.
tors as were asked for. The only clause which referred to
the matter was Section 21 of the Act of 1886, which gave
power to the Council to register certain qualifications
in public health, but it gave no power to inspect the
examinations. Still less had they power to take up the
alternative proposition to insist that every examining board
in public health should consist of a definite number of
examiners. Practically the motion was ultra vires, and he
should therefore vote against it.

Dr. STRUTHERS thought that the Council had power,
under the Act of 1886, to send inspectors, for how otherwise
could they judge as to whether the diplomas given
"deserved recognition on the Medical Register "? They
had a right to take their own way of being satisfied, and
therefore to appoint an inspector if they thought fit. He
would make the diplomas as difficult to be got as possible.

Sir J. SIMON thought the time had come when the Council
should take the question of hygiene and preventive medicine
in hand. and see that every member of the profession was
competent, at any rate, to act as officer of health in places
of secondary importance, such as small country towns or
rural districts.

Sir W. FOSTER said he was afraid Dr. Haughton’s resolu.
tion would tend to dislocate the ordinary machinery of

public health, because it was framed from an academic
desire for rapid perfection, a kind of condition of mind that
did not usually do very well in the practical administration
of the affairs of every-day life. There were at present a
large number of officers of health who could not meet the
requirements of a special medical qualification ; but it was
hoped, as the Local Government Act was administered by
competent local authorities, that the smaller offices would
be gradually grouped together, and that then the officerswould be required to possess this special qualification.
Many of the best medical officers of health in the country
had no sanitary qualification whatever, and if the Council
were immediately to begin to raise the standard to the
height proposed, those men would be very seriously inter-
fered with, which would not be just.
Mr. MACNAMARA said there would be an idea of forcing

gentlemen already in such positions to go through the
examinations. What was suggested was that the smaller
districts should be grouped, and if a gentleman wished to
be appointed to one of the larger districts he must prove
his competency to discharge such an important duty.

Dr. LEISHMAN said the funds of the Council were limited,
and it was a matter of considerable difficulty to determine
to what extent they were able to go in the direction of the
inspection of these examinations. Under the Act theCouncil were specially authorised to inspect any qualifying
examinations. He thought the better way would be to
postpone this question until the Council came to consider
" questions relating to the appointment and future duties
of inspectors," which appeared lower down in their pro-
gramme of business.

Dr. QUAIN suggested that the Council should obtain by
its next meeting a full and complete statement of the re-
quirements of the various bodies, and should then proceed
to appoint inspectors.

Dr. HERON WATSON said that under the Act of 1886
there was very little doubt that this examination in public
health could not be included in the qualifying examination
in medicine, surgery, and midwifery, and that therefore
special inspectors must be appointed. He hoped that the
Council would not stir the quietness of the examining
bodies to an unnecessary extent, and that unless Dr.
Haughton was able to state definitely that there was one
body which was certain to make the admission to this extra
qualification too easy a matter this resolution would not be
accepted.
Mr. BRUDENELL CARTER said it was quite clear that in

a competition for an appointment as officer of health a
sanitary diploma would tell, and therefore this discussion
would do good even if only by calling the attention of the
licensing bodies to the fact that the Council was clearly
alive to the question. Dr. Haughton was right when he
spoke of there being considerable probability of a rush for
these qualifications just now, and that rush was likely to to

be increased by the knowledge that the examinations might
eventually be made more stringent. On that ground the
matter was somewhat pressing.
Mr. TEALE thought it premature to speak about inspecting 
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these examinations, and suggested that these regula-
tions should be referred to one of their standing com-
mittees to report at their next meeting, in order to guide
the Council as to how far they should recognise individual
diplomas.
After some further discussion, Dr. Haughton withdrew

his motion in favour of the following motion, moved by
Dr. Struthers, and seconded by Sir Dyce Duckworth :-
"That, taking into consideration the fact that the recent
Local Government Act requires certain medical officers of
health to hold a special diploma in public health, and that,
under Section 21 of the Medical Act (1886), the General
Medical Council is required to satisfy itself that diplomas
in sanitary science, public health, or State medicine deserve
recognition in the Medical Register before being admitted
to the Register, the Council resolves to appoint an inspector
or inspectors to visit examinations in that subject during
the ensuing year."
Mr. TEALE then moved as an amendment-" That the

question of the efficiency of the existing diplomas in State
medicine be referred to the Standing Committee on Educa-
tion, with a request that they present a report thereon to
the next meeting of the Council."

Sir WALTER FOSTER seconded the amendment..
Dr. GLOVER supported the amendment on the ground

that the Council could not deal with the matter at this
stage.

Sir W. TURNER said he wished it to be understood
that he had opposed Dr. Haughton’s motion because
he considered it -ultra vires. He supported the amend-
ment.

Dr. HAUGHTON protested against the amendment as a
postponement of the question for six months, by which time
all the mischief would be done.
The amendment was then put from the chair, and was

adopted by 16 votes to 9. It was then put as an original
motion and adopted.
The Council then adjourned.

WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 28TH.
MR. MARSHALL, PRESIDENT, IN THE CHAIR.

Alexander Lindsay (registered s M.D. 1883, Mast. Surg.
1884, M.A.O. 1885, R. Univ. Ireland) was summoned to
appear before the Council on the following charge : That
he, being a registered medical practitioner, had acted, and
still did act, as cover to one Edwin Middlebrooke, of Small-
thorne, Stoke-on-Trent, in the county of Stafford, an un-
qualified person, thereby enabling the said Edwin Middle-
brooke to carry on a medical practice as though he were a
legally qualified medical practitioner.
Mr. Muir Mackenzie, legal adviser to the Council, and

Mr. Farrer, solicitor, were in attendance. I

Dr. Alexander Lindsay was called in, and was attended
by Mr. Riddell as legal adviser. Mr. Middlebrooke, the
other person mentioned in the charge, was not present.
Mr. FARRER stated that a man of the name of

Middlebrooke having been in practice without having the
proper qualifications at a place called Smallthorne, Stoke-
on-Trent, upon information lodged by Mr. Percy John
Wilkinson, a duly qualified medical practitioner living in
the same village, the Apothecaries’ Society of London re-
covered a penalty of C20 and costs against Middlebrooke in
February of this year. Middlebrooke previously had his
name on a brass plate on the door, but since the date of this
action his name had been taken down and that of Dr.
Lindsay, surgeon, practising at Burslem, two miles distant,
was substituted. A judgment summons being taken out
against Middlebrooke in order to recover the penalty, by
representing himself to be onlv receiving &pound;60 per annum
from Dr. Lindsay, he was allowed to pay the money by
monthly instalments. The charge was that Middlebrooke
had since that date gone about representing himself to be
qualified, and had practised as such, and tliat in any case
of difficulty he called in Dr. Lindsay, but not otherwise.
It appeared from a declaration made by Dr. Lindsay
that in February last, Middlebrooke being then an in-
solvent debtor, and his goods having been sold by the
trustee, he (Dr. Lindsay) purchased his drugs and stock-
in-trade for the sum of &pound;3. Previous to the day of
the sale Middlebrooke had ceased to practise himself,
and had entered into negotiations with Dr. Lindsay
to receive him as assistant, and he subsequently became

his assistant, being paid a salary at the rate of &pound;60

per annum. He continued in that capacity until Oct. 25th,
upon which day the balance of salary due was paid, and
Middlebrooke had not since been employed by him. Dr.
Lindsay further stated that from the time Middlebrooke
became his assistant he acted for him and in his name; that
his practice was to attend daily at the surgery; that all
fees received by Middlebrook were received in his name,
and accounted for by him to Dr. Lindsay; that he (Dr.
Lindsay) attended almost all the cases seen by Middle-
brooke, and directed what manner of treatment should be
pursued.
Mr. WILKlNSON stated that Middlebrooke came from

Leek, where he had a herbalists shop, to Smallthorne
between three and four years ago. After he had been there
a short time he obtained the services of a surgeon, and
they together started a dispensary. The surgeon left,
and Middlebrooke continued to practise on his own account,
representing by the brass plate on his door that he was
fully qualified. He styled himself M.D. and L.M., and also
described himself on the death certificates as an "Associate
of the British Medical Reform Association." He (wit-
ness) said that while Middlebrooke was previously prac-
tising by himself he frequently attended cases in con-

junction with Dr. Lindsay. Accounts were sent in to

patients for professional attendance, and he also gave
death certificates, being described as a duly qualified
practitioner. It was in consequence of information given
by him (Mr. Wilkinson) that the Apothecaries’ Society took
action. Of course, after that action Middlebrooke could
not practise any longer, and he would in the ordinary course
of events have had to go. In place of that, he made some
arrangement with Lindsay; his own name was taken off
the door and Lindsay’s put up, and since then he had con-
tinued to practise. He mentioned specihcallyfourcaseswhichy
he said, had been attended by Middlebrooke, and produced
two accounts sent to patients headed, "Dr. Lindsay, per
E. Middlebrooke."
Mr. RIDDELL, on behalf of Dr. Lindsay, said that Dr.

Lindsay had stated in his declaration that two or three
of the cases specifically referred to were of the greatest
urgency, and that Middlebrooke was called in by the
parents of the sick person at a moment’s notice, and that
no humane man could do otherwise than act as he did for
the patient. He also said that, so far from having left his
practice to this man, he had seen and checked the treat-
ment of almost every patient, and those had been duly
accounted for to him. He paid Middlebrooke &pound;60 a year,
and the house in which the business was carried on was
held by him direct from the landlord. Having purchased
the stock and taken over the business, he looked about for
an assistant. Middlebrooke was on the spot, he knew all
the people, and appeared to have been a man trusted by
them; therefore Dr. Lindsay made an arrangement with
him that he should become his assistant. He pointed out
that all evidence brought forward prior to the action taken
by the Apothecaries’ Society related to Middlebrooke and
not to Dr. Lindsay, and submitted that the statements
made against Dr. Lindsay were such as would not be ad-
mitted in any court of justice.
Mr. MUIR MACKENZIE said the statement was that the

business was transferred in February, 1888. One of the
accounts put in was for professional charges from Aug. 2n1
to Sept. 20th, six months before Middlebrooke joined with
Dr. Lindsay; but still the account was headed "Dr.
Lindsay per E. Middlebrooke." If that was an account in
which Dr. Lindsay lent his name to enable Middlebrooke to
recover a charge for attendance before Middlebrooke joined
with him, the Council would think that was a matter which
should be explained.

Dr. LINDSAY stated that the account was not sent in
by his authority, and that he knew nothing whatever
about it. In answer to several members of the Council,
Dr. Lindsay stated that he had no receipts with reference to
the payment of Middlebrooke’s salary, and that, in fact,
Middlebrooke paid himself out of the receipts of the surgery,
and handed the balance to him. He might have met
Middlebrooke in one or two cases previous to his purchase
of the business, but at that time he understood him to be
an M.D.
Mr. Mum MACKENZIE having made a short statement

to the Council on the effect of the evidence, strangers were
directed to withdraw. The Council deliberated for some
time in private. On the readmission of strangers,
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The PRESIDENT, addressing Dr. Lindsay, said it was his
painful duty to inform him that the Council were of opinion
that he had committed the oflence charged against him,
and, further, that that offence was " infamous conduct in a
professional respect." They had, therefore, directed the

Registrar to remove his name from the Register. He
added that instances had occurred in the history of the
Council in which persons whose names had been erased had
been sub-equently restored.

Mr. RIDDELL asked if there was any time within which
the Council thought that Dr. Lindsay might apply for
restoration.
The question was not answered.
The Council then proceeded to consider two other cases,

the charges in which were ultimately dismissed.
The Council then adjourned.

THURSDAY, Nov. 29th.
MR. MARSHALL, PRESIDENT, IN THE CHAIR.

The Council proceeded to consider the case of a

gentleman registered as Mem. R. Coll. Surg. Eng. 1886, ’,
Lie. R. Coll. Phys. Lond. 1886, who had been summoned to
appear on the charge of having acted as cover to an 

unqualified person. The consideration of this case occupied
the Council during the whole of the sitting, and was
adjourned without any decision having been arrived at.

EXCRETION OF SULPHURIC ACID.

DR. SERNEN B. SHER, of the Military Medico-Chirurgical
Academy, St. Petersburg, has published, as a graduation
thesis, a research on the relation existing between the total
sulphuric acid excreted by the kidneys and that portion of
it which is found in the urine in the form of a compound
ether under conditions of rest and work. It is well known
that a part of the sulphuric acid in the urine exists in
combination with such substances as indoxyl, scatoxyl,
pyrocatechin, phenol, cresol, &c., and several observers
have written on the subject. Dr. Sher estimated the total
sulphuric acid and that existing in the compound ethers in
the urine of twenty-six persons under circumstances of both
rest and work, keeping the results of the urine passed
during the day separate from those of that voided at night.
He found that the relation between the total acid and that
combined with organic substances was altered very per-
ceptibly by work, the mean total amount of sulphuric acid
passed in the twenty-four hours without work being
2’75 grammes, or 8’2 times as much as the acid in a state
of combination in compound ether, while when work was
being performed the total quantity of the acid was

2’97 grammes, or 9’2 times the amount of the acid in the
compound ethers. It therefore appears that the ratio
between the two increases with work, but in cases where
the work was very excessive and the physical powers
exhausted thereby the ratio was decreased. The total
amount of sulphuric acid excreted was increased by work,
if not excessive; the quantity of sulphuric acid excreted in
the form of compound ethers, on the other hand, was found
to be diminished by work, the mean daily numbers being
0.3334 gramme at rest and 0.3211 at work. Consequently,
the effect of work is either to decrease the formation of
aromatic acid in the intestines, or to distribute these sub-
stances in the tissues by means of the muscular contractions
and the increased formation of the blood. During the
daytime more sulphuric acid is excreted than at night, both
during rest and during work, the difference being greater
during work than during rest, and the same rule holds good
for the acid of the compound ethers.

EDINBURGH UNIVERSITY COURT.

WE learn from the Edinburgh daily newspapers that the
University Court met on Thursday, Nov. 22nd. Present:

Principal Sir William Muir (in the chair), Mr. T. G. Murray,
W.S., Mr. James Colston, Dr. P. H. Watson, and Professor
Campbell Fraser.

The following deliverance was adopted in the matter of
the inquiry into the charges preferred by Mr. Herbert H.
Ashdown, M.B., against Professor William Rutherford.
The deliverance was also under consideration, and was
generally agreed to, on the 19th inst., on which occasion the
Solicitor-General was present, in addition to the members
named above:-

" University of Edinburgh, Nov. 22nd, 1888.
"The University Court having made a full investigation into the

matters in controversy between Herbert H. Ashdown, M.B., F.R,S.E.,
a graduate of this University, and William Rutherford, M.D., F.R.S.,
Professor of the Institul es of Medicine in this University, by consider-
ing the written pleadings of partira. taking proof, and hearing counsel,
find that no evidence has been adduced to support the allegation made
by Mr. Ashdown in his application to the Court of June 9th, 1888, to the
effect that gross and revolting forms of vice were allowed to go on
within the University uninvestigated and unrebuked by either the)
Senate or the University Court that no attempt was made to justify
this allegation except by reference to certain conversations, hereinafter
referred to, held by Professor Rutherford with Mr. Ashdown and others,
and the Court express their disapprobation that, in the circumstances, so
serious and unfounded a charge should have been made. Further, witli
respect to the specific allegations laid before the Court, they find : (1) that
on Dec. llth, 1886, Professor Rutherford called Mr. Ashdown into his
retiring-room and complained of certain gestures on his part as
personally annoying to him, and as_having attached to them an im-
proper significance ; (2) that Mr. Ashdown understood Professor
Rutherford to impute to him the intention to make use of the said
gestures in that sense, and that Professor Itutheeford’s expressions were
capable of such meaning, although he has all along denied, and still
demes. that he intended to make such an imputation; (3) that in con-
sequence of this conversation Mr. Ashdown resigned his office as

Professor Rutherford’s class ass’stant ; (4) that Professor Rutherford

shortly afterwards expressed regret and apologised to Mr. Ashdown for
making use of the said expressions, and unreservedly withdrew them,
and that to this apology he still fully adheres; (5) that, according to
reliable medical evidence, Professor Rutherford, on said Dec. 11th, 1886,
and for some time before, in consequence of overwork in connexion
with his duties as professor, was in a weakened state of physical health.
which led to a condition of nervous irritability, and to a diminution of
mental control, with a tendency to magnify trifles, and to misinterpret
gestures in themselves innocent and harmless; and (6) that Mr. Ash-
down’s gestures complained of were innocent and harmless; and as he
was entirely without blame in the matter, the Court regret that the
occurrence in question should have resulted in the loss of his services
to the University; further find (7) that in. 1884 and in 1886 Professor
RutherforJ held conversations of a similar kind with one or two
other persona connected with the University; that he was then in
the same bodily and mental state as at the time of his conversation with
Mr. Ashdown; that the gestures of which he complained on these occa-
sions were innocent and harmless ; and that there was no ground for
imputing blame to those persons; further find (8) that, according to the
uncontradicted evidence before the Court, Professor Rutherford is now,
as the result of the extended leave of absence allowed to him by the
deliverances of the Senatus Academicus of Feb. 26th and Oct. 17th, and
of the Court of March 21st and Oct. 24th, 1887, completely restored to
health; that he is conducting a class of 430 students, with a great
advantage to the University; and that there is no reason to appretend
a recurrence of his illness. Therefore the Court see no cause for exer-

cising any of the powers conferred upon them by Section 12, Sub-
section 5, of the Universities (Scotland) Act, 1858."&mdash;Signed in name and
by authority of the University Court, W. Mum, Principal.
Communicated by direction of the University Court, J. CHEISTISON,

W.S , Secretary. 
________________

Public Health and Poor Law.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT.

REPORTS OF MEDICAL OFFICERS OF HEALTH.

Taunton Sanitary Hospital.-Dr. Alford’s annual report
on this institution shows, as heretofore, the useful part
which it plays in the sanitary defence of the Taunton urban
and rural districts; but it is a great pity that the year
reported on ends with the month of September, and so
renders comparison with the death statistics of the year
difficult and all but impossible. In the year reported on,
and which formed part both of 1887 and of 1888, the number
of cases admitted was 63; of these, 33 suffered from scarlet
fever, 18 from diphtheria, and 10 from enteric fever, the 2
remaining cases being attacks of measles. The urban dis-
trict contributed 27, and the rural district 36 cases. The cost
of the hospital during the year was 418 9s. 4d., and towards
this &pound;27 4s. was received from paying patients. Since the


